(Presented by G. Has6s) N. G. DE BRUIJN has pointed out in [1] that condition (iv) in w 2 of [4] is too weak and this invalidates a theorem which claims that (iv) is equivalent to some other conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) stated there. These conditions are stipulations on a graph G; e.g. (ii) is the requirement that every finite subgraph 1 of G be homeomorphically imbeddable in the plane. The following corrected form of (iv) is equivalent to the other conditions.
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(iv) There exists two functions I and E defined on the set of all circuits 2 of G whose values are subgraphs of G such that The idea of this condition is that I(C) and E(C) in a sense replace the domain bounded by C and the exterior of this domain which would exist if G was imbedded in the plane. Now the proof of the equivalence of the conditions (i), ..., (iv) outlined in [4] becomes valid (after an obvious modification of the step (iii)-~(iv)). Several other combinatorial conditions for planar graphs are known (see e.g. [6] , where other references are given), but (iv) differs from the others which in general do not seem to be applicable to the infinite graphs possibly of high power.
For additional facts and references concerning the subject of w 1 of [4] see [2] , [3] and [5] .
(Received 12 August 1966) 1 i.e. a collection of simplices of G which is a closed complex. 2 i.e. subgraphs topologically equivalent to the circumference of a circle. 3 i.e. subgraphs topologically equivalent to a closed interval on the real line.
